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I AM THY SERVANT 


God of my life, through all its days 

My grateful powers shall sound Thy praise ; 
The song shall wake with opening iight, 
And warble to the silent night. 


When anxious cares would break my rest, 
And griefs would tear my throbbing breast, 
Thy tuneful praises raised on high, 

Shall check the murmur and the sigh. 


When death o’er nature shall prevail, 

And all its powers of language fail, 

Joy through my swimming eyes shall break, 
And mean the thanks I cannot speak. 


But, oh, when the last conflict’s o’er, 
And I am chained to flesh no more, 
With what glad accents shall I rise 
To join the music of the skies! 


Soon shall I learn the exalted strains 
Which echo o’er the heavenly plains; 
And emulate with joy unknown 

The glowing seraphs round Thy throne. 


The cheerful tribute will I give, 
Long as a deathless soul can live ; 
A work so sweet, a theme so high, 
Demands and crowns eternity. 
DoppRIDGE. 





The 


Converted Catholic 


“When thou art converted, strengthen thy brethren.”—Lake 22: 32. 


Vol. XXXII 


EDITORIAL NOTES 


“For there is one God, and one mediator between God and 
man, the man Christ Jesus, who gave Himself a ransom for all.” 
—1 Tim. 2: 5, 6. 


MAY, 1915 


Men may differ in non-essentials. Passages in the Scriptures 
may appear obscure to many. But the plan of our salvation is 
so plain and explicit as to appeal to the wise and the ignorant 
alike. Any interpretation of the above passage other than a 
literal one would pervert the truth contained in it. Read as it 
stands, the explicit statement with its simplicity of doctrine is all- 
sufficient to bring to the heart of the ignorant, as well as of the 
wise, a perfect understanding of the divine plan of our salva- 
tion, and perfect peace as a result of its acceptance. 

Any interpretation of the Word of God which tends to rob 
us of a childlike trust in His fatherly care, is a perversion of His 
Gospel. Any interpretation which requires us to deal with a 
vague, scientific First Cause, instead of with a person—the Man 
Christ Jesus—is an enemy to our peace and a false guide. And 
that there is need for a general protest against the enemies of 
God and of our souls, is only too apparent. We are living in days 
of widespread apostasy from the truth. Formalism produced 
spiritual barrenness, which, as a legitimate consequence, has 
assailed the fundamental truths of primitive Christianity. In 
the name of learning, man has denied submission and obedience 
to the will of God, and Jesus has been wounded again in the house 
of His friends, and has been betrayed by more thar. one Judas. 

There is a crying demand to-day to stand by Jesus. There is 
a crying demand to proclaim these fundamental truths, against 
the learned who despoil Christ of His divine attributes, as Re- 
deemer of the world, and against His enemies, who in His name 
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have built for themselves thrones and have taken the place of 
God on earth. That these false redeemers cannot bring peace 
to our conscience, the present condition of the world clearly 
demonstrates. There is a spiritual longing in our souls which 
barren denial of the revealed truth cannot appease. The fact 


that an evangelist destitute of vain philosophy, and with only 


plain and homely phrases at his command, can draw the masses 

by thousands and make them assent to the truth as it is in Jesus, 

ought to be sufficient proof that there is a food peculiar to the 

soul for which neither science nor the priest can furnish a sub- 

stitute. This food is the Word of God. And this Word ex- 

pressly says that there is only one Mediator between God and man 
the Man Christ Jesus. 

We are glad to note that to the great mass of testimony on 
our side has been added that of Rev. B. Fay Mills, who, after 
making a fair trial of other ways, has now returned to the One 
Way so clearly pointed out by our Lord, and which He trod be- 
fore us, that we might follow in His steps, 


The Pope in Tears 

The following is written, not in a spirit of criticism, but with 
the desire of opening the eyes of Catholics to the contradictions 
of their Church. 

The holy father has been reported several times as being in 
tears on account of the war, and many poor Catholics feel more 
for the suffering the holy father must endure in seeing his 
children fighting against one another than they do for the inno- 
cent victims of the war. 

We advise them to read our articles on “The Papacy and the 
War,” which we hope to publish in this magazine, beginning with 
the issue for July. There they will see the responsibility which 
rests upon the papacy. But meanwhile we would suggest a few 
thoughts which will serve as food for reflection. 

The Church teaches that it is lawful to kill in a just war. A 
war can be just only on one side. If the pope is really infallible 
in matters of faith and morals, he ought to know which side is 
wrong and to forbid his people to fight on that side, lest they 
break the fifth commandment, threatening with excommunication 
every one who should disobey him. 
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We see that the pope allows even priests of all the nations at 
war to fight. Some of the belligerents must be in the wrong, and 
consequently are committing a crime. It would seem that never 
had there arisen in the world’s history a greater necessity than 
the present one for the exercise of the gift of infallibility in faith 
and morals which it is claimed the pope possesses. 

It follows that either the pope is not infallible and cannot say 
on which side alone justice lies, or else, in spite of his infallibility, 
he cares more to be on good terms with the great of this world 
than to observe the commandments of God, whose representative 
he claims to be. 

To make this more evident, we have simply to note and reflect 
upon the most recent developments. Italy might have avoided 
going into the war, but Italy did not, and the pope, as reported 
in “The New York Times,” with tears in His eyes, addressed the 
Italian soldiers in this way: “Go, and bear with you to the field 
of battle the papal benediction. Fulfil your duty with energy,” 
etc. Now, a soldier, in order to fulfil his duty, must kill and 
wound as many enemies as he can, and if he is favored with the 
papal blessing, he must be able to do a great deal of killing. But 
the irony of it all lies in the fact that the pope gives his apostolic 
benediction to the Italian soldiers as they go out to kill his beloved 
Austrian sons for whom he has been all this time in mourning 
and tears. 


Does this not seem an unworthy farce to be played by one who 
is called Alter Deus (as God)? Does it not seem an even more 


senseless thing for any rational being to believe in him and follow 
his teachings? Can he know the road to Heaven when he shows 
so little knowledge of the road to justice and truth in this world? 
Is it safe for Catholics to trust their souls’ destiny to him? 


The Two “Popes” 


The general of the Jesuits, as soon as the war between Aus- 
tria and Italy became imminent, went to the Austrian frontier ; 
so we witness the anomaly of the white pope blessing the Italian 
soldiers, while at the same time the black pope is encouraging the 
Austrians. Are the two “popes” at enmity? 


No. They are working according to a well-premeditated plan ! 
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THE BIBLE IN THE SCHOOL QUESTION 
BY JOSIAH COLLINS PUMPELLY, A.M., LL.B. 


The Bible in the school question is up again in the California 
State Legislature and two amendments introduced the Dennet 
and Sisson bills, and they provide for the appointment by the 
Governor of a commission of three members—one Protestant, 
one Catholic and one Jew—to serve without compensation for 
four years. Their duty will be “to compile from the Bible and 
New Testament such selections therefrom as they may unani- 
mously agree upon to be incorporated into a text-book for use 
in the public schools of this State. Said commission shall desig- 
nate the manner in which said selections shall be taught, and no 
teacher in any public school in this State shall teach or read any 
other part of the Bible or New Testament other than that pro- 
vided by the said commission.” 

Now, as “The Monitor,” Roman Catholic newspaper at San 
Francisco, stands strongly opposed to this use of the Bible in the 
schools, and while I have written for other magazines in favor of 
the teaching of morality based on religion in our public schools, 
I would like to review the situation more carefully. 

In 1902 the Attorney-General of California ruled that “the 
reading of the King James version of the Bible as a religious 
exercise, or its use as a text-book, in the public schools is pro- 
hibited by the Constitution and the laws of this State.” 

And this suits the Romanists, as they hold that “the Protestant 
Bible omits important parts of the Catholic Bible and mistrans- 
lates others.” (Rev P. J. Gannon, in the “True Voice”. ) 

Also says “The Monitor’: “It will not do to say that all 
may agree to teach a sort of common denominator of religion. 
The common denominator then becomes itself a distinct religion, 
a form of sectarianism just as objectionable to Catholics as any 
of the many forms of Protestantism. By anti-Catholic bigots, of 
course, Catholics are accused of having driven the Bible from 
the public schools of our country to the great injury of religious 
education. ‘Guardians of Liberty,’ ‘Knights of Luther,’ Billv 
Parkers defending America against the encroachment of Rome, as 
they claim, especially have dwelt upon this point.” 


Such un-American Romanists would refuse to co-operate with 
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other sects in forming some system of instruction and exercises for 
our public schools as will conduce to the highest sense of integ- 
rity, purity of life and true patriotism. Surely this could be no 
union of Church and State, but rather a union of religion and 
State. 

And most important is the question as it applies directly to 
those 15,000,000 children in the United States who are receiving 
no direct religious education, for only fifty per cent. of these are 
enrolled in the Sunday-schools of any denomination. And in 
no one of our forty-eight States is there any definite provision 
made by statute for any formal unsectarian religious teaching in 
the public schools! 

Of course, the Romanists would like our school system to be 
subservient to different doctrines of theology, so as to get a share 
of the public monies for their own schools, thus making a Church 
supervision of, and a payment to, Church schools, a system of 
divided control, which could not continue long without great 
friction. 

May we not well ask the question, If Christianity is unneces- 
sary in the public schools to the teaching of morals, then where 
does religion come in? 

Why, in all this perplexity, may we not here in New York 
have a committee appointed by the Jews, the Protestants and 
the Roman Catholics to plan out some system of moral instruc- 
tion based on religion in our public schools ? 

By this means we would at least find out where is the stum- 
bling-block in the matter and who are the real obstructionists. 

I for one believe in holding the State to the fulfilment of its 
duty to give to each and every pupil in the public schools an 
opportunity to learn what are the underlying principles which 
nake not only for education, but, as a still more important matter, 
for the forming of his or her character and for all those matters 
which directly go to the making of a useful citizen and home 
maker. 

Is it not possible, we may ask, that any division of the public 


school fund raised by general taxation among many disagreeing 


religious sects would cause needless confusion and so prostrate 
the purpose of our Constitution “to establish justice, insure 
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domestic tranquility, promote the general welfare and secure the 
blessing of liberty upon ourselves and our posterity” ? 

If, as Webster says, “Christianity is a part of the law of the 
land,” and the United States Supreme Court holds that the 
“country is Christian,” then is not the secular and non-moral 
theory of education in public schools untenable and elusive? that 
is, is it possible for us consistently to ignore in the public school 
the moral and religious nature of the child? 

Is it true that the responsibility for the right moral training 
of the child devolves solely upon the family and the Church, and 
is Cardinal Gibbons right in his view that religious teaching is 
the “exclusive function of the Church” and that “secular edu- 
cation is dangerous and the public schools are godless’? 

Also, is not the Roman Catholic parochial school system un- 
American, as having in it the elements not of loyalty to the 
Government of the United States, but of loyalty solely to the 
Roman Catholic Church? . 


Data as to the Bible in the Schools 
As to a Committee 


With the view of having a committee appointed composed of 
prominent and able Protestants, Roman Catholics and Jews, to 
meet and discuss the question in all its bearings and, if possible, 
arrive at some basic plan for religious instruction in the public 
schools. And such a plan being found, to have a final committee 


with full authority to act in behalf of the organizations repre- 


sented, who shall meet and draw up a national compilation or 
school text-book and recommend a practical plan for the use 
of the same. 


Other Nations 

While other nations than ours agree that it is the preroga- 
tive of the State to impart or provide for religious instruction 
tm the governmental system of education, here it is thought such 
instruction in our public schools would contravene the doctrine 
in our Iéderal Constitution of separation of State and Church; 
but we think this is not so, nor do we believe the makers of the 


Constitution who then had no public school problem so intended 
it to-be. 
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The Federal Constitution 


Neither did they nor do we believe that to have the children 
of our land grounded in the essentials of a religious life, in morals 
based on religion, through the instrumentality of the public schools 
of the country, is an unconstitutional discrimination against relig- 
ion as well as an undemocratic check upon our educative aims. 


The State Statistics 


In three-fourths of all our State Constitutions there are no 
appropriations for sectarian institutions, but this does not neces- 
sarily preclude the possibility of any religious teaching in the 
public schools. 

Nine States have legislated the Bible from the schools, while 
eleven States have provided for its being read in the schools. 


The Bible Sectarian 


And the opinion of the Illinois Supreme Court debarring the 
Bible from the schools of the State because it is sectarian is in 
direct conflict with the decisions of the Supreme Court of the 
United States and of the Supreme Courts of Maine, Massachu- 
setts, Ohio, Michigan, Iowa, Kentucky, Kansas, Texas, Wiscon- 
sin and Nebraska, and it is out of harmony with all of the pre- 
vious decisions on the subject and either ignores or misinterprets 
them. 


State Statutes 


Sectarian instruction in the public schools is forbidden in some 
States, but in no State is any definite provision made by statute 
for formal unsectarian religious training in the public schools, 
and hence the charge of our schools being godless. And the 
charge naturally suggests the question, Why should not the 
public schools teach the one subject of all others that gives mean- 


ing to history, power to literature, consistency to custom anil 
beauty to character? 


How, indeed, may we realize the ideal of popular education 
and true patriotism without some such formal presentation of the 
underlying principles of personal and institutional religion regu- 
larly in the classrooms of our public schools? 
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1. Our boys and girls in the public schools should be taught 
a belief in an unseen God as a fact. 

2. Also the rational grounds for the acceptance of a belief 
in God, and 

3. The personal obligations and social benefits arising from 
this belief. 

W. C. O'Donnell, Jr., President Educational Magazine 
Publishing Co., 31 East 27th Street, New York City, the 
author of “Creed and Curriculum,” says of this question, “I 
believe it to be one of the most important questions of the 
hour. To discriminate against religion in the public schools is, 
to my mind, an illogical and un-American and certainly a very 
disastrous procedure.” 

For we are sure that in trying to make of our youth prospec- 
tive good and useful citizens, the State has a responsibility she 
cannot put to one side, and while knowledge is useful, virtue and 
character are indispensable. 

While teaching our youth botany and archeology, and search- 
ing after the beginnings of things, why should we stop short of 
God, the first cause and beginning of all things visible and 
invisible? And in the study of history are not the triumphs of 
Christianity more important than those of Czsar or Napoleon? 


An Objection 


There are those who hold that as “the foundation of the State 
is the impersonal reason, i. e., the natural law, the principles of jus- 
tice and morality implanted by nature in the soul of man as appre- 
hended by reason,” therefore every religious exercise must be 
excluded from everything that is a State function, i. e., a purely 
civic act, and that which can be taught in the public schools must 
be limited to the duties of man to his fellow man.” 


Freedom of Thought 


And yet, on the other hand, those in our schools must, by our 
Constitution, have freedom of thought, study and research, and 
no book can be prohibited to them unless it teaches what is 
immoral or in opposition to the fundamental principles of our 
Government. And, surely, in the literary, ethical and historic 
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sense they could not be refused the study of the Bible, which is 
the prime source of all true civilization. 


Dakota and Colorado 


In North Dakota and in Colorado they have a plan by which 
the study of the Bible as “literature” outside of public schools 


or elsewhere may be credited after due examination on the edu- 
cational standing of a pupil, but this does not dispute our assump- 
tion that the Bible might be studied in the schools as ethics 
and as history, as has been done for twenty years in Australia, 
and the result has been a decrease of sectarian feeling in every 
province. 


Canada 

In Saskatchewan, Canada, a joint committee has for its work 
the selection not only of Scripture passages but also hymns, and 
to prepare prayers, all for use in public schools. 


At present in probably three-fourths of the public schools of 
the United States the original American custom of daily Bible 
reading continues, the teacher being so permitted to do by law. 
This, however, is too great a matter to be left to individual dis- 
cretion or indiscretion, or to local option; and because the chil- 
dren all over the State have equal rights to such a moral safe- 
guard it is needful and fitting that some more complete system 
which will meet with the approval of Jew, Protestant and Roman- 
ist should be drawn up and given full and satisfactory trial. 

On June 2oth, in Trenton, N. J., 15,000 men paraded to show 
their faith in the American flag and their belief that the Bible 
should be read in the public schools, 

Thousands of the marchess carried copies of the Bible in their 
hands, and there were scores of floats drawn by children with 
the Bible lying open. There were many other floats depicting 
the “little red schoolhouse,” with signs reading that the public 
school system must be protected. 

The demonstration was under the auspices of the Mercer 
County Federation of Patriotic Societies. 

For weeks there had been rumors that the demonstration was 
to be anti-Catholic. The leaders of the demonstration movement 
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made an emphatic denial that the parade was in any way intended 
as a reflection upon the Catholics. 

As the direct result of this explanation the residence of the 
Rt. Rev. James A. McFaul, bishop of the Catholic diocese of 
Trenton, was decked with flags in honor of the marchers and "St. 
Mary’s Cathedral was also draped in the national colors. To 
show his feeling about the situation, Bishop McFaul issued the 
following statement: 

“IT was much pleased with the demonstration made by the 
federated societies and with their orderly marching. I hope that 
they will continue this every year, so that patriotism may be ex- 
cited in the rising generation. The little red schoolhouse and the 
Bible have nothing to fear from Catholics. 

“It would please me very much if Protestants, Catholics, Jews 
and those of no religion would appoint a committee whereby 
religious instruction could be imparted in the public schools with- 
out injury to the conscience of any of our citizens. We are all 


Americans and there is no reason why there should be any 
friction.” 


A WORD OF EXPLANATION. 


The closing paragraphs of the above able article by our friend 
Mr. Pumpelly call for a few remarks on our part, in order to explain 
the conduct of the bishop at Trenton, N. J. 

Those who do not know the workings of the Roman Church might 
interpret his conduct as voicing the sentiments of his Church. That 
is a great mistake. The bishop knows that his Church has condemned 
the public school system. The Syllabus condemns it; Leo XIII. con- 
demned it; Pius X. has condemned it, and if the bishop should pat- 
ronize it he would be deposed and excommunicated. Showing 
approval of the demonstration by decking his cathedral with flags was 
a purely Jesuitical act. We are of the opinion that he would not 
dare to make such a demonstration without the approval of his superi- 
ers. They, of course, told him, if he could stop the evil to do so, 
but if he could not, he should turn it to the good of the Church in 
some way. 

The bishop knew that there were many Catholics who were - 
take part in the parade; a policy of control would bring a break, 
the loss of the bishop’s popularity and influence, so the only way > 
captivate all was to accept the parade. [ wonder why he did not 
take part in it himself. That “the little red schoolhouse and the Bible 
have nothing to fear from Catholics,” has a double meaning. What 
we should like to hear from the bishop is a statement like this: “I 
fully approve of the public school system of America; I subscribe to 
it, and believe that whoever combats it, be he the pope, cardinal, 
bishop or priest, it is because he is ignorant of its efficiency, and be- 
tween the parish school and the public schools I prefer the latter.” 
Will the bishop say this? If he does, he will find us on his side; 
if he does not dare, we are justified in doubting the sincerity of his 
rejoicing over the parade—M. F., Ed. 
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LETTER TO CARDINAL GIBBONS 
XXXVIII. 
Dear Cardinal : 

From what has been said in our former letters it will no doubt 
be sufficiently clear to you, and all our readers, that the Jesuits 
were the real authors of the first encyclical of Benedict XV., 
and consequently it may be inferred that the pope has surren- 
dered to them his will and power. 

Very serious business must have been transacted in the Vati- 
can before the issuing of the encyclical. We cannot help thinking 
that the unexpected death of Cardinal Ferrata had some connec- 
tion with this document, the appearance of which was anticipated 
by many to be one of the most striking features of the present 
pontificate as sounding the keynote of the pope’s policy. 

Why was the encyclical not published while Cardinal Ferrata 
was still living? 

It must be well known to you Cardinal, as to others who 
have had the opportunity of observation, that popes and bishops 
are, as a general rule, most anxious to issue their first encyclicals 
and pastorals. I myself was well acquainted with a prelate who 
gave his pastoral letter to me to read two years before he was 
elected bishop. I well remember the evening I received a tele- 
gram announcing his election. I hurried to convey the good news 
to his mother. The old lady was overcome by tears of joy, and 
when the first emotion had passed she began to talk to me freely 
about her son. “O father,” she said, “I am so happy! My poor 
son has obtained the desire of his life. For the past four years 
he has had no rest. He has interviewed politician after poli- 
tician; he has spent so much money that ten years of the episco- 
pate will not repay him. He knows his pontifical by heart! 
Rafael, my grandson, used to be master of ceremonies, and in 
the room upstairs they used to perform all the episcopal func- 
tions. Poor boy! he has been many times very much disap- 
pointed. When his cousin was in power, he promised him the 
mitre. Then he was ready, even with the episcopal robes. After 
much waiting, V. R. was elected. Oh, poor boy! how many tears 
he has shed to obtain the episcopate! But now, thanks be to the 
Lord, he is at last free from anxiety !” 
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This same man is now archbishop, and I have no doubt he 
is working hard for the cardinalate. 

[ have also known intimately a cardinal who was working on 
his encyclical in the hope that he might be elected pope, and he 
used to hunt for words and sentences, so as to compose it in the 
most elegant Latin. Many a time has he repeated to me some 
especially polished sentence, and he used always to add, “I am 
going to issue my encyclical two hours after my election, and | 
am sure my Latin is going to surprise the whole college of 
cardinals !”’ 

Now, I cannot believe that Pope Benedict XV. needed so 
much time to study Latin in order to write his encyclical. What 
I do believe is that Ferrata had no idea of how powerful was the 
influence of the Jesuits, and he must have had a great struggle 
with them on account of his intended policy. The encyclical, which, 
presumbably, had already been composed or inspired by him, 
was suppressed, and what was even more important for securing 
the triumph of the Jesuits, the pravers of the sons of Loyola 
proved so efficacious that Ferrata was promoted to Heaven (or 
purgatory?) before the pope’s encyclical was published. 

[ was among those who eagerly awaited the issuing of this 
document. I wished to see what action the reformists were 
going to take. But after Ferrata’s untimely death I lost faith in 
the proposed reform. I saw that the pope yielded to the influence 
brought to bear upon him in his choice of a new secretary, and 
finally his encyclical appeared, framed, most obviously, according 
to the will of the Jesuits. 

I must confess that when Cardinal Ferrata died and the pub- 
lication of the encyclical was delayed, I perceived the difficulties 
that the pope must be struggling with, and feared that the pon- 
tiff himself would very shortly follow his elector and guiding 
genius. And, really, I believe that it would have been more hon- 
orable for him to die than to authorize such a document as that 
we have under consideration. 


We had expected of him at least two things; first, to renew 
the old decree banishing the Jesuits from Rome, and, second, to 
establish ‘an open policy which would do away with the political 
intrigues of the Vatican—to call white white, and black black. 
But, alas, all our hopes are gone, and we are safe in affirming 
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that the Jesuits have never had greater control over the affairs 
of the Vatican than they have to-day. 

In order to proceed to prove our assertion it will be best to 
refresh the memory of our readers by copying in full the text of 
the first part of the encyclical. It reads thus: 

“When by the unsearchable council of God’s Providence, and 
without any merit of our own, we were called to the chair of the 
most blessed prince of the apostles, for the same voice of Christ 
our Lord which came to Peter came also to us, ‘Feed My lambs, 
feed My sheep,’ immediately we began to regard with unspeakable 
affection the flock committed to our care—a flock truly immense, 
for in one way or another it embraces all mankind. For all, with- 
out exception, have been delivered by Jesus Christ at the price of 
His blood, from the slavery of sin; nor is any one shut out from 
the benefits of His redemption. Therefore, as the Divine Pastor 
has already happily gathered part of mankind into the fold of 
the Church, so, too, does He promise lovingly to constrain the 
rest: ‘And other sheep I have, that are not of this fold: them 
also I must bring, and they shall hear My voice.’ ”’ 

Very few persons, yourself, no doubt, included, realize that 
the above paragraph contains in itself anything but the most can- 
did expression of a pure and sincere mind, and no doubt many 
will be shocked when I affirm that it contains the basis of all the 
pernicious system of the Jesuits, and is a model of casuistry. 

When I read this paragraph I passed unhesitating judgment 
on the pope and his policy, without need of going further into 
the encyclical. 

Now, either the pope was ignorant of the great blow he was 
inflicting upon the Church at large by publishing this encyclical, 
or he did it with his eyes open. 

If the former, he is still greatly to blame for allowing a docu- 
ment of such importance to be published bearing his signature, 
without fully comprehending its significance; surely he is well 
enough acquainted with Jesuitical methods to know that there is 
something “behind” every action or word of theirs. If the lat- 
ter, he has betrayed the confidence of the party headed by Ferrata 
who elected him. He knows that he would never have been 
elected pope if his intention had been to allow the Jesuits to con- 
trol the affairs of the Church. 
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Pope Benedict professes to be an admirer of Clement XIII. 
We would advise him to make some research among the records 
of the Vatican. There he would find records, inaccessible to the 
public because of the interest of the followers of Loyola to con- 
ceal the facts, which declare that this pope was put to death by 
the Jesuits the day before he was to have held a consistory for 
the purpose of considering the abolition of the order. 

Let us see what Alzog, represented by the Church to be the 
most liberal and independent of historians, has to say on this 
subject. In vol. III, p. 492, we read: “In the beginning of the 
year 1769 the envoys of various Bourbon courts demanded that 
the pope should unconditionally abolish the Society of Jesus, and 
the demand so agitated the Holy Father that he did not live to 
attend the consistory which he had called for the 3d of February 
to consider the matter, having died the day previous without being 
at all confined to his bed.” 


Benedict should also remember that this pope was completely 


the tool of the Jesuits. Because of them, he had also to suffer at 
the hands of all the European powers, and when things had reached 
such a state that the pope was compelled to take action, the 
Jesuits preferred quietly to get rid of him, rather than permit their 
intrigues to be given publicity through the proposed consistory. 
In doing this, they were but faithfully following out their own 
doctrine, that between two evils one should choose the lesser. 
The death of the pope was, of course, preferable to the abolition 
of a whole order! The inference is obvious. Benedict should 
realize that a pope under the thumb of the Jesuits is in continual 
danger, and though he buy his position at the cost of his honor, he 
cannot even then feel himself secure. 

But, returning to the text of the encyclical before us, we find 
there are two principles here involved which we must consider. 
First, the pope calls the flock committed to him an “immense” 
one, “embracing all mankind,” in fact. This affirmation of the 
pope is the very subject over which the different monastic orders 
have always bitterly contended, and concerning which there is 
still great division of opinion. Scholastically, these opinions are 
distributed among the four monastic orders which patronize or 
defend them, i. e., Benedictines, Dominicans, Franciscans and 
Jesuits. 
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The Benedictines have always restricted the authority of the 
pope, even with regard to spiritual things. They maintain that 
the pope cannot do what the canons do not permit. They are 
great canonists, and observe the canons strictly to the letter. | 
was informed by a consultor of the Sacred Congregation of the 
Rota, who afterward became a cardinal, that there is scarcely a 
mail but what brings to the Vatican a letter of protest from some 
Benedictine monk against “such and such a disposition, which is 
contrary to such and such a canon.” 

The Dominicans teach that the pope is superior to the canons, 
insomuch as he is able to modify them with the consent of the 
cardinals; but his authority is not above that of the councils, 
nor the Scriptures, nor even tradition. 

The Franciscans maintain that the pope has supreme authority 
vested in. himself, temporal as well as spiritual, and therefore he 
is above councils, canons, tradition and, if not above the Scriptures, 
he has such power to interpret them that without his interpre- 
tation they are meaningless. They quote St. Francis as saying 
concerning the dignity of the priest that if he should meet a priest 
and an angel at the same time, he would first kiss the hand of 
the priest and afterward bow to the angel. In the “Rule and 


Testament,” attributed to him, every sin committed by his friars 


may be forgiven, except the sin of heresy against the Church. 
The pope is everything to the Franciscan, and he is bound to die 
in defense of the head of the Church. Therefore the pope has 
no more faithful servants than the Franciscans. They are his 
spies also, and to them, as we have said before, the pope is the 
summum bonum. Cardinals, bishops and priests all are fallible. 
His is the one unfailing court of appeal. 

The Jesuits attribute all power and authority to “the Church.’ 
What they mean by “the Church,” none of them explains. They 
teach that the pope is the head of the Church, yet they make him 
their tool whenever possible. In the name of the Church and for 
the glory of the Church theirs is the only order that has dis- 
regarded completely the authority of the pope. If we examine their 
constitutions, we see that the vow of obedience is made to their 
general. All members of the Company of Jesus are obliged to 
disregard every other authority. Loyola, quoting St. Paul, “If 
an angel should preach unto you another Gospel,” etc., taught his 
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followers that if an angel should command one thing, and their 
superior another, the superior must be obeyed rather than the 
angel. The Jesuits teach that the Father gave His omnipotent 
authority to Jesus, and that Jesus bestowed the same upon the 
Church. This occurred, they say, at the baptism of Jesus, when 
the Father publicly gave over to Him His authority in the words, 
“Hear ye Him,” and Jesus gave His authority to the Church, as 
His representative, when He pronounced the words, “As the 
Father hath sent Me, even so send I you.” It follows, therefore, 
that the authority of the Church is supreme in things material 
as well as spiritual, because it represents, and actually is, the 
omnipotence of God the Father coming through God the Son, 
communicated to the Church by God the Holy Ghost. The pope 
being the visible head of the Church on earth, one would judge 
that in him should be vested this supreme power, and yet suprem- 
acy is not conceded to him by the Jesuits, unless he uses it for 
the benefit of the “Company of Jesus.” 

The second principle to be considered is the radius or exten- 
sion over which papal authority may be exercised. We will not 
here enter upon a discussion of this disputed subject, but will 
merely point out that one of the characteristic differences between 
the Jesuits and the other religious orders lies in their point of 
view concerning this matter. The Jesuits teach that the author- 
ity of the pope extends to every human being of every race or 
tribe. No matter what religion he professes, he is subject to the 
pope, because every one was bought with a great price—the very 
blood of God—consequently he is a slave to the Church of God. 

The pope, in the first paragraph of his encyclical, it is plainly 
to be seen, admits the Jesuitical doctrine of the universality of 
nis authority, and gives as Scriptural authority the very verse 
on which the Jesuits base their contention, which forms the foun- 
dation of all the Jesuitical system. He uses also their own trans- 
lation, “constrain” (force). Other schools maintain that what 
Jesus meant by this saying was that people would be drawn to 
Him through the knowledge of His Gospel'and the influence of 


His Spirit. But the Jesuits say that conversion is a breaking 
down of the will of the natural man, and that it must be accom- 
plished by bringing him into subjection. This method of con- 
version by force has always been employed by the Jesuits. In 





THE CONVERTED CATHOLIC, 163 


testimony of this fact, there exists in the museum of Zaragoza 
a letter from a Jesuit missionary in South America to his brother, 
in which he says, “We have to use the rifle here to protect our- 
selves from wild beasts and to oblige the Indians to come to 
mass!” Benedict XIV. received complaints from one of the 
bishops of South America against the methods of the Jesuits in 
Paraguay. In India and China the Franciscans and Dominicans 
joined in making a petition to the pope to expel the Jesuits from 
those’ territories. The existing documents on this subject are 
numerous, and are worthy of a book rather than a letter. 

Out of this teaching of the absolute power of the pope (or 
iather “the Church,” by which we may understand the Company 
of Jesus) have grown all the errors and casuistry of Jesuitical 
doctrine. And the way to escape civil law with impunity 1s found 
here, also, for every one holding authority not bestowed by the 
pope is, according to this doctrine, a usurper. As a member of 
the order must obey his superior without question and must rec- 
ognize no other authority than that of the superior or his lawful 
delegate, so the faithful must repudiate all authority not delegate. 
by the pope. The doctrine of “mental reservation” grew out of 
the necessity of deceiving those holding civil authority outside of 
the Church. Volumes might be written upon this subject. 

Another argument used by the Jesuits against personal liberty 
is contained in the words of Jesus to Peter, which the pope quotes 
as having come to him as a direct commission, “Feed My lambs, 
feed My sheep.” 

Jesus, say they, often used the symbol of the shepherd, “I 
am the Good Shepherd,” etc., yet it is well known that the func- 
tion of the shepherd is to protect the sheep from harm proceeding 
from outsiders, and to guide them to the best pastures, where the 
sheep are free to feed themselves. But here, Jesus, in order to 
make the authority of the pope in matters of faith definite, gives 
him a special commission, “Feed My lambs, feed My sheep.” 
Here there is no such thing as personal liberty. Liberty in what- 
ever form is license and rebellion. Only the pope has the power 
to “feed” both Christians and unbelievers. By this doctrine every 
Government, secular school system and civil law is condemned. 


Liberty of speech and of the press, and every other form of per- 
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sonal liberty, is included in this condemnation, and every 
one must look to Rome to be told what to think, say or do! 

When such a doctrine is proclaimed, under the guise of Chris- 
tan love and pious zeal, can any country where Rome has influ- 
ence be safe? Is there any law which can be considered univer- 
sally binding? Can even any court be sure that a sworn witness 
is telling the truth? 

In view of these facts, which are not in the slightest degree 
exaggerated, you will pardon me, Cardinal, for making tse of 
this opportunity to warn candid Catholics, as well as Protestants, 


against the crafty power of the Jesuits, which they are sure to 


exercise to its utmost possibility in this “land of the free.” 
MANUEL FERRANDO. 


Britain’s Envoy to the Pope—Why He Should Be Recalled 
ECAUSE— 


1. For 400 years, the most glorious epoch of our history, 
Great Britain has declined to have a representative at the Papal 
Court in Rome. To establish such diplomatic relationship now 
is contrary to “Statute Law Revision Act,” 38 and 39 Vic. Cap. 
26. 

2. By the appointment of a special envoy, Great Britain 
is going back on her own contention at the first Hague Confer- 
ence, when she rightly took the lead in opposition to the repre- 
sentation of Governments at the Vatican. 

3. The pretext of the present Government that approach 
to the pope is necessary in order to state the case for the Allies 
is shattered by the fact that, even if this were desirable (which 
we do not allow) this has already been done by the existing Bel- 
gian Minister to the Vatican. 

4. This act is an ominous recognition of the “Temporal 
Power of the pope,” and as such is an affront to a friendly 
Power—Italy—which, in 1870, after a long historic struggle 
under Garibaldi, rejected this Vatican claim for all time. 

5. In the Governments of France and Russia (which have 
resolutely resisted the papal claims) this step will be interpreted 
in an unfavorable light, while in our own Oversea Dominions 
the matter has occasioned deep concern and misgiving. 





THE CONVERTED CATHOLIC. 165 


6. This departure is in reality an insult to our Protestant 
king and his millions of Protestant subjects, who are branded 
and accursed by the Roman Pontiff and Curia as “heretics.” 

7. History affords abundant evidence that the policy of 
Rome has ever been inspired by hatred toward “heretical Eng- 
land,” as shown in her blessings on the Spanish Armada, the 
Gunpowder Plot and the Irish Nationalist Agitations. 

8. The Political Intrigues of the Vatican are the underly- 
ing cause of the present war, as evidenced by the Papal-Serbian 
Concordat, June 24, 1913, whereby the Serbs were aroused, fol- 
lowed by the crime of the Austrian assassination and the conse- 
quent embroilment of Europe in the bloodiest conflict of the 
world’s history. 

9. Intervention of the pope must ultimately tend to the em- 
barrassment of Great Britain, since the present Kaiser is “the 
darling of the Vatican,” his portrait has the place of honor in 
the pope’s gallery, and his birthday is celebrated each year with 
Te Dewms at St. Peter’s. The closest intimacy has long existed 
between the Papal Court and the Courts of Germany and 
Austria. 

10. Such truckling to the pope enables the Roman Catholic 
“Tablet” to openly glory that— 


“One of the most curious points in contemporary history is 
the increasing deference and homage shown to the papacy by 
Protestant powers, in contrast to the neglect or hostility of nomt- 
nally Catholic nations’ (May 23, 1903.) 


11. This unconstitutional departure on the part of the Gov- 
ernment has violated the “war truce” agreed upon by all parties. 
Much indignation has thereby been aroused among all denomi- 
nations, and protests have appeared in both the Liberal and Union- 
ist press. 

12. Above all this step is an unqualified dishonor to Almighty 
God, who has graciously delivered us from papal domination 
and error, and favored our land with Gospel light and an. open 
Lible—the only security for any people. 

Fellow Protestants! in this, the greatest hour of our nation’s 
trial, the awful blunder must be rectified. Arise, now and show 
that loyal Britons cannot, DARE Not, WILL NOT allow a 
continuance of this outrage —The Churchman Magazine. 
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ROME AND LOYALTY 
BY CARA LIBERTAS. 


In these historic days of stern national emergency, it is 
the duty of every loyal citizen, not to say every earnest Chris- 
tian, to refuse to take for granted any apparent or much- 
vaunted truism, but to look deeply beneath the surface of 
things and thus trying to understand motives and first prin- 
ciples to arrive at more accurate opinions as to the value of 
professions and actions. While not intending to adversely 
criticize any individual Roman Catholics who are now serv- 
ing or who intend to serve their country, it is at the same 
time our duty to criticize and to hold up to the light of day 
the Romish system, and to ask ourselves whether the facts 


at our disposal warrant the suspicion that Rome is not to 
be trusted. 

I think it is fair to say, and to assert as an accepted 
truism, that every Romanist is in duty bound to offer his 


first allegiance to the Italian pope; it follows naturally that 
only a secondary and subsidiary allegiance can be given to 
the country in which he happens to reside, and of which he 
may be a citizen. That if the primary and essential require- 
ments of the Vatican are at variance with those of his native 
land or of the country of his adoption he is bound to act in 
the interests of the foreign popedom, if so required, and 


against, it may be, the highest interests of his own country. 
There may be certain emergencies where this sacrifice is not 
required of him, and when he may conscientiously act to the 
fullest and the best of his ability in behalf of his country. 
3ut true citizenship cannot be restricted in the exercise of 
its functions by the temporary necessities of a foreign power, 
or by any influence which at any conceivable time, or under 
any conceivable circumstance, might be inimical to the high- 
est welfare of the State. Taking the standard citizenship as 
undiluted and unshakable loyalty at all times and under all 
circumstances to the highest and best interests of the State, 
I feel confident in asserting, without fear of contradiction, 
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that popery and a faithful allegiance to popery are absolutely 


antagonistic to an ideal citizenship, and may render at a criti- 
cal moment its practical realization an impossibility, or by 
cunning intrigue be the cause of disaster. This is a time 
in which, with mighty emphasis, this fact must be repeatedly 
brought to the notice of Englishmen. The Jesuits and their 
satellites have so manipulated our avenues of information 
that in almost every paper one takes up popery is made to 
appear benign, charitable and loyal. Papal diplomacy is busy 
taking advantage of the exigencies of European Governments 
during the war by a huge campaign of bluff and insolent med- 
dling. The old dream of temporal power is being rejuvenated, 
the greatest historical enemy of human liberty is again work- 
ing with feverish energy to set up the blood-spattered throne 
of a defunct Cesarism. Our own Government has a long 
account to settle, but the last surrender to the papal brigade, 
in sending a representative to the Vatican, is the coping-stone 
to an edifice of almost inconceivable madness and duplicity ; 
and when the country is out of danger Protestantism must 
assert itself and will assert itself with no uncertain voice and 
demand, as in America, last November, the defeat of papai 
aggression and the disillusionment of those in high places 
who too long have been under the influence of the popish 
party and compel them to take proper cognizance of and 
enable them to estimate the true proportions of outraged 
Protestant principle in this commonwealth of Britain. While 
we all admit that the present is not the time to arouse con- 
troversy, still it is our duty, in our anxiety for the welfare 
of our beloved country, to estimate accurately the balance 
between fact and fiction, strength and weakness, and to 
know the forces on which we may certainly depend under 
God for the safety of the country. 


We wish to express our thanks to all our friends who have 
so patiently borne the long delay in the appearance of this issue. 
Only one letter of complaint has come to us during this period 
of forced silence, but many of sympathy for our distress. We 
still need their prayers and financial help, and hope that many 
will remember us and come to our aid.—M. F., Ed. 
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A PRIEST AND A PARISHIONER: HOW A 
SCHOOLMASTER WAS APPOINTED 


BY GERALD O DONOVAN. (FROM “WAITING.” ) 


At half-past three in the afternoon of the day following 
the station at Mike Blake’s, Father James Mahon leaned over 
the iron gate of the narrow garden that separated his house 
from the main road leading from the village of Bourneen to 
the town of Liscarmon. His soft felt hat was pulled well 
down over his eyes, to shade them from the almost level rays 
of the sun. A single, bare elm-tree on the other side of the 
road made a beautiful pattern against the burnished gold of 
the sky. The patch of sea in the distance of Liscarmon glit- 
tered like a silver mirror; while the clifts of the mountain, at 
the base of which the town seemed to nestle, were already 
a deep purple. Bourneen chapel and village on his left, 
usually gaunt and ugly under a prevailing gray sky, now 
glowed with genial warmth. But Father James was not 
interested in light effects. He had no eye for the brilliant 
colors, purples and greens and soft pinks, which the mixed 
slates on his church threw back to the sun. He saw only the 
stumpy tower of the barnlike building. The thought of Mike 
Blake brought him back to the church tower. It was a 
nuisance that the parish who built the church and tower 
didn’t build the spire too. Mike Blake should start the sub- 
scription list. (The priest had a small dinner party in the 
evening when Mike Blake visited the priest for the purpose 
of getting his son appointed master in the parish school. 
He was shown into the kitchen while the servant went to 
the dining-room to acquaint the priest.) Kate appeared at 
the door and beckoned eagerly to Father Mahon. When he 
noticed her, he got up hastily and said: 

“Draw your chairs round the fire. The whisky is at your 
elbow, and Kate’ll bring in the hot water at once. The din- 
ner was a bit late, and I forgot I appointed to see a man. 
1 won’t be long.” 

“Where is he?” he said to Kate in the hall. 

“In the kitchen, your reverence. It’s Mike Blake, and 
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he said you expected him. Will you see him here in the hall, 
or in your study?” 

“What did I tell you before when people came by appoint- 
ment?” he said, impatiently. 

“You'll find the lamp lit. Sometimes you're vexed at one 
thing, sometimes at another,” she muttered in a flat voice 
without resentment. 

Mike sat on the edge of a chair, and laid his hat beside 
him on the floor. 

Father James drew an armchair close to the fire and sat 
so that he could look at the fire or at Mike without altering 
his position. He crossed his legs, rested them on a corner 
of the fender and clasped his hands as if in prayer. 

“Well, Mike,” he said, looking at the fire, “and what can 
J be doing for you?” 

“Touching our little conversation yesterday, your rev- 
erence——” 

“Yes, ves; I’m glad you called, Mike. You remember 
the bishop’s sermon at the last confirmation ?” 

Mike scratched his head. “What with hearing so many 
of ’em, one every Sunday, and two, maybe, if its confrater- 
nity night, not to speak of holidays, they often go in one ear 
and out the other.” 

“About the spire.” 

“I remember it well, now that you call it to mind. Sure 
we all thought it was a good romancer he was. And all the 
calls that was on us lately, too, drawing stone and gravel 
for this grand house, thanks be to God, and for the new porch 
in the chapel, and the new schoolhouse——” 

“It’s the new teacher’ll get the benefit of that,” Father 
James interrupted. 

“Sure, what I came to talk to you about——” 

“The bishop was quite serious,” Father James broke in, 
looking meditatively at the fire. “That spire has been on my 
conscience, too, this many a year. We must build it, Mike. 
We must build it. For the credit of the parish, we must 


build it. I’d have done it long ago, only I did not like to be 


putting too much of the substance of my poor people into 
stone and mortar. If I had the money by me I’d pay for it 
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out of my own pocket. But what’s the use of talking about 
that? And the drag there’s on the few pence a priest has in 
a parish like this.” 

While the priest was speaking, Mike looked alternately 
at him and at the fire several times. He was puzzled, and 
thought that the fire, from which Father James seemed to 
be reading, would enlighten him. The unusual gentleness 
of the priest’s voice troubled him; all he could say, when 
Father Mahon stopped, was: 

“It’s a power of money it’ll take.” 

“Tt will. I can’t put a public cess on at present—it’ll give 
me enough to do to level up the dues. But I’m going to start 
a private fund to show the bishop we're in earnest. I'll head 
it with a hundred pounds.” 

“It’s easy for your reverence to lift money from one pocket 
into the other,” Mike said, with an uneasy laugh. 

The priest glared at him angrily, poked the fire, and laughed 
harshly. 


“We'll keep the matter between ourselves for the present. 
You're the first man I’ve mentioned it to,” he said, ignoring 


Mike’s remark. 

“I'd as lief I wasn’t; but as your reverence spoke of it, 
five pounds won’t rob me.” 

Father Mahon stood up and frowned, his underlip for a 
moment almost touching his nose. 

“T gave you credit for more sense, Mike Blake,” he said, 
turning toward the fire and holding out his hands to the blaze. 
“You! A man with your farm bought, and a good slice of 
grass land thrown in, and your son, a schoolmaster, as good 
as settled in the world.” 

A slow smile crept over Mike’s face. He screwed up his 
lips and fumbled in the pocket of his waistcoat for his pipe. 
He took it out and put it back hastily. He looked at Father 
James, who was gazing thoughtfully at the fire. 

“Maybe I made it too little; would twenty-five 

The priest only protruded his under lip. 

“Forty?” Mike said, tremulously. 

Father James seemed to consider this, turned toward 
Mike, and shook his head doubtfully. 
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“If I make it the round sum of fifty,” Mike said, standing 
up in his excitement, “it’s the highest I can go.” 

“And a generous subscription it is, Mike. And a credit 
to yourself and your fine family. And now about this other 
business. Can you speak up for your son Maurice?” 

“T can then?” 

“Is he biddable?” 

“His mother and myself always found him that.” 

“And a good warrant to attend mass, and the sacraments?” 

g 
“There’s no fault in him on that head.” 
“Well, then, tell him I’m glad:-to give the school to his 
g g 
father’s son. And I promise I'll treat him well—if he be 
said and led by me.” 

“No one could spake fairer, and we're all beholden to 

I 
your reverence.” 


Will the Motu Proprio Quantavus Be Enforced? 


The New York “Times” of March 17th states under the 
caption: ‘Papal Marquise Sues the Cardinal,” the following: 

“Cecilia Wentworth, the American artist, who is a papal 
marquise, began suit yesterday in the Supreme Court against 
Cardinal Farley, as the head of the Catholic Church here. The 
marquise had a home near the village of West Shokan, Ulster 
County, where there was no church of her own faith. Between 


January 1, 1891, and December of the following year she felt 
greatly the loss of a church whose services she could attend. 
“She told Archbishop Michael A. Corrigan when he called 


upon her at her home that she would buy the land and build a 
church where the Roman Catholic services could be held and 
masses celebrated for all time, and where prayers could be said 
for her. The church was built, and the deed to the land was 
made in the name of the archbishop. In May, 1902, the arch- 
bishop died, and in 1911 the city condemned the church property 
for aqueduct purposes, paying $9,176.25 for it. 

“The Church, appearing as the owner of the property, got 
the money, and now the marquise wants the Church to give 
her the money or build another church with it. The plaintiff 
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painted Pope Leo XIII, many cardinals and other high Church 
dignitaries, and was looked upon as one of the stanchest pillars 
of the Catholic Church. Her most famous picture is called 
‘Faith, and hangs in the Luxemburg.” 

This is one of the most important cases that has come to our 
attention in years. One of the highest lay members of the 
Church, a papal marquise, suing a cardinal. The Motu Pro- 
prio Quantavus of Pope Pius X states that: 

“We enact and ordain that all private persons, whether of 
the laity or of the sacred orders, male or female, who, without 
permission of the proper ecclesiastical authority, cite before 
lay tribunals any ecclesiastical person whatsoever, either in 
criminal or civil cases, and shall publicly compel them to be 
present in court, shall incur excommunication reserved in a spe- 
cial manner to the ‘Roman pontiff, And what is ordained in 
these letters we will to be valid and good in law, all things what- 
soever to the contrary notwithstanding. 

This means, therefore, that Miss Wentworth will be excom- 
municated by the Church for the action that she has taken. But 
she is a papal marquise, not a mere “member” of the Church. 
Will she be excommunicated ? 


—From the Guardian of Liberty. 


Gibbons Stirs Speculation. New Leader for Mexico 
Thougbt by Some to be Yturbide. 


Special to the New York “Times.” 

Washington, March 24.—Considerable interest was shown 
in Washington to-day over a published interview with Cardinal 
Gibbons in Baltimore, in which he approved the Administration’s 
policy of non-intervention in Mexico, declared that Villa and 
Carranza were a disgrace to their country, and disclosed the 
fact that another candidate for the Presidency of Mexico, “who 


is the most worthy and the one who can bring lasting peace,” 
would soon be brought forward. The venerable prelate declined 
to give the name of this candidate. 


The statements of Cardinal Gibbons were made known t 
Secretary Bryan to-day, but he declined to comment on them. 
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He said merely that he had no information on the matters men- 
tioned by the cardinal. The remark of the cardinal that a new 
candidate for President of the Republic would soon be brought 
forward gave rise to much gossip here. It was regarded as 
significant not only because it came from Cardinal Gibbons, but 
because ‘it fitted in with an understanding in certain circles here 
in Washington that the administration had in mind a prominent 
Mexican, who, according to the report in circulation, would re- 
ceive official recognition from the United States if he could take 
charge of affairs in Mexico and furnish assurance that his Govy- 
ernment would have the support of any considerable number of 
the. Mexican people. 

Sometimes a Catholic official boasts of receiving inside infor- 
mation. We recall that when Taft was a candidate of the Presi- 
dency his religion was made use of against him, and Roosevelt 
came to his rescue by writing a letter condemning his critics. Re- 
garding this letter Cardinal Gibbons was interviewed, since the 
cardinal was desirous of Taft’s election, and this is what the 
cardinal said: 

“IT would like to say two things about the letter: First, it 
is well worth reading and pondering over; and, secondly, / knew 
it was coming out.” (New York “Times,” November 9, 1908. ) 

The cardinal knew beforehand that the letter “was coming 
out.” Usually the Church officials are not so bold in stating what 
they know of political matters, but their silence is to be taken 
as no indication that they are not possessed of information on 
important matters of State before “coming out” to the public, 
or which may not be given out to the public at all. The Church 
has the most wonderful detective agency in the world. 


Irom the Guardian of Liberty. 


“The pope has given the order to make America Catholic 
The first step in the making will be the election of one of the 


\merican cardinals to the papacy, the removal of St. Peter's to 


Washington, Cardinal Gibbons to be President and every non- 


Catholic will be ;driven out of the army and navy.’—Catholic 
Sun. 
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CONVENTS 
The Blight of Nations. 


BY ERN R. SMITH, HON, SEC., MEN’S PROTESTANT UNION. 


France, Spain, Italy, Portugal, and even England have 
had great and just reasons for expelling from their shores 
these communities, who have proved themselves, no matter 
where they have found a footing, to be the greatest stumbling- 
block to national progress, the greatest enemy of law and 
order, and lastly, but not least, the opponents of all that con- 
tributes to national fitness, both physically and morally. 

The “Daily News,” of November 11th, 1904, said, with 
reference to some child-workers of the conventual orphanage 
“Le Providence,” in the street of the Good Shepherd, at 
Aix, Provence: “The girl slaves are worked from five in the 
morning till late at night. Their food is bad. Girls who 
revolt against it have to take it by force. Child workers of 
four years are flogged for the loss or breakage of a needle. 
Marking the sign of the cross on a filthy floor with one’s 
tongue is one of the favorite punishments inflicted on their 
little orphans by the gentle Monica and the tender Clara 
(directresses of the orphanage). Consumptive children have 
been punished with douches of ice-cold water, and by con- 
finement in a cell without fire in Wintertime. Tuberculosis 
and anemia are its prevalent ailments. An ex-slave of the 
convert whose testimony has been published, narrates how 
her two little sisters died of their hardships, and how their 
deaths were concealed from her widowed mother.” 

3ut do such cases occur in England? The following was 
taken from “Reynold’s Newspaper” of November 27, 1904: 
“T have had two sisters in an English convent, where the 
same cruelty has been practised as in France. I called one 
day at this place, unexpected on account of my suspicions, to 
see my sisters, but was refused. I insisted, and managed to 
do so afterwards. Then I found that one of them had been 
crying. I asked her what the cause was, but only after the 
strongest persuasion, she told me what had happened, and 
begged me not to say a word to the ‘sisters’ as they would 
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illtreat her again. She had been beaten with a cane on the 
top of her fingers, then had to strip in the bathroom, and 
had cold water thrown over her—several buckets full. Now 
she is still suffering from the illtreatment of those ‘sisters.’ 
The body was verminous from top to bottom, the knees full 
of sores on account of having to scrub the halls, the girl being 
only twelve years old. The food had been very bad. Tea and 
coffee were mixed together and had been used once before. 
Meat is very seldom tasted. When children arrive at these 
places they are so frightened after a few weeks that they dare 
not speak their own mind, even to their nearest relations. 
Most of them are illiterate, and never learn anything there 
but fanatical religious ideas and imaginations which run away 
with them.” 


“There is not to be found in the whole country an em- 
ployer—not even an atheist—who sweats his people as abom- 
inably as these nuns who pretend to take the girls out of 
charity,” said a bishop in his report to Rome after enquiring 
into the state of these orphans in the “Good Shepherd” 


institution. There are some forty-eight thousands of these 
poor children who put into the coffers of the convent, an- 
nually, about £600,000 profit. The “London Echo” says: “It 
is the work of the girls that enriches the ‘Order.’ ” 


Rome Breaks a Mother’s Heart 


“Send me to jail,” cried a poor mother in a Dallas Court 
of Law recently, “I’d rather go to jail than have my children 
sent back to that convent.” Evidently the distressed mother, 
who was seeking to get possession of her two daughters, 
knew the convent was no place for girls. 

The woman’s lawyer asked for time to prepare his defence, 
and Judge Muse had ruled the girls should be taken back to 
the convent until the Monday afternoon. 

“T’ll never let them go back there!” the mother asserted. 

The children began to cry, and soon the court room was 
in disorder. Their sobs seemed to add to the fury of the 
mother’s resistance. She began to quarrel with Judge Muse. 
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“Now, if you don’t quiet down, I may be forced to send 
you to jail,” the judge said. “I don’t want to do it, but if you 
continue this it may happen.” 

“Send me to jail,” she cried, “and send the children with 
me!” 

“No, | am not going to send them to jail,’ Judge Muse ad- 
monished. 

Finally it became necessary to take the woman from the 
court room. <A taxicab was ordered, and the three and an 
officer were driven to St. Mary’s Academy. The children were 
left there and the mother was taken to her home.—Vanguard. 


Unlooked-for Result of the Bishop’s Opposition to 
the Spanish Tract and Book Society 

A seeker for the truth writes: 

In this province the priests are commanding the people to 
burn, without reading, books and tracts received from the Span- 
ish Tract and Book Society. They are thus carrying out the 
instructions of the bishop of the diocese as conveyed in his eccle- 
siastical bulletin. Now, it is my express wish to acquaint my- 
self with your literature, and others whom I know also desire 


to obtain and read it. Being employed in the post-office I have 


opportunities of quietly giving away to the right persons any 


books and tracts you may have the kindness to send me, and 
for which I shall be gratefuls—R. C.—Spanish Religious Tract 


and Book S« ciety. 


FORM OF BEQUEST 
I give, devise and bequeath to Christ’s Mission, New York, a 
corporation organized and existing under and pursuant to the Re- 
ligious Corporations Law of the State of New York, and now 
located at No. 331 West 57th Street, in the city, county and State 
of New York 
(Specify Here the Property) 


to be applied to the uses and purposes of the said Mission, in such 
manner as the Board of Trustees thereof shall, in their discretion, 
determine. 





